fined in relation to coal and nuclear fuels, in relation to oil and gas they are simply what they are in all other matters coming within the scope of the EEC Treaty.
Again, as between the two sectorial treaties there is a marked difference between the Coal and Steel Treaty and the EURATOM Treaty.
The former does not include external relations among the tasks of the Community, and has no heading devoted to them. To the extent that they are dealt with, it is in Chapter X, entitled 11 Commercial Policy ", that the relevant provisions are found. The general principle enunciated there (Article 71) is that the powers of the Governments of Member States in matters of commercial policy shall not be affected by the Treaty. There are exceptions to this rule but they do not provide material for examination in this address, and I do not propose to deal with the ECSC Treaty further.
In the EURATOM Treaty-which is the only treaty to include international relations in its duties (Article 2 (b)) -, on the other hand, the Community's powers in the field of external relations are very extensive. This is because external powers are conferred on the Community by Article 101 11 within the limits of its powers and jurisdiction". As the central concept of the Treaty is the exercise by the Community of a monopoly in the field of supply, of the power to control nuclear materials and of the right of ownership of special fissile materials, the corresponding powers to enter into international agreements cover a wide field.
The effective contrast is between the EEC Treaty and the EURATOM Treaty, and I propose to look first at the general treaty-that of the E. E. C.
LEGAL PROBLEMS IN INTERNATIONAL ENERGY CO-OPERATION (ALLEN)
The EEC Treaty has 2 omissions which are at first sight rather surprising : despite the fact that the task of the Community is stated to be...... (Article 2) there is no reference in it to energy, and there is no reference in the list of activities of the Community to relations with third countries. The latter omission is remedied to some extent by the provisions of Articles 113 et seq. on commercial policy, and
Article 228 provides a mechanism for the negotiation and conclusion of agreements when the treaty provides for them.
Yet there is no international agreement by the EEC in the energy field, despite the manifest interest of the Community in energy and even more surprisingly despite the effect that an international agreement concluded by a member state in this field must necessarily give rise to questions of compatibility with the treaty. However, the system of sharing gave rise to very real problems.
Here, not for the first time, the practical effect of the terms of an international agreement were not entirely clear, at least as far as it concerned the Community, but the apparent meaning of the agreement problems by parallel subordinate legislation, the political aspect introduced by the fact that one Member State had pref ered to remain aloof from the whole exercise, perhaps even the possibility that a reference to the Court might not be fruitful-and exercised its judgment and decided that the best was to enable the Member States of the Community to prepare themselves against a shortage was to allow them to conclude this Agreement. I only comment that the Treaty, without mentioning energy, provided the means for the Community to do so neatly and comprehensively on behalf of the Member States.
Despite the fact that the Community's exclusive competence in the field of commercial policy was not insisted on in this case, it might be thought that the conferring of wider and explicit powers on the 
